^ a, ps > -° -x i - ,% v o o^v. . v» ^ o,,e ^ev.xx t\ ro.aebd 

c w .^.^ " J g ( . .d r < \ v , V « " , v 

v\ > n xt en s CHW. 0 ^ v 5 x K N V- V00 COK c v i 5. H s 

response, 

I - Refection of Claiinv 2- , J ^ smder 35 U.S.C. 102; 

Claims 25-33, 36 and 39 stands rejected under 35 ii.S.C. 102 as being anticipated by 
ids/fob's. The Examiner asserted that Figaros 4 and 1 1 of Paiiuiir anticipates each and every 

^ ^ . t me s em v tie > >i tales ; a; i ol a an aces to 

M capture a project piaa. in this regard, the Examiner speebkaby refers to Figure 4 which 
illustrates a sample sereensbot of an interface of the task management system, bat did not rater to 
y spr. v. } |ure 4 which woyle c v i es o c questic 

In any event on review of Polkdt, the Applicant respectably disagrees vehh the 

or directs ! < - i > each and eve v ? . e clain and 

spccihealh Hsv Earns ro m 

"Eessremoaon meam presendxg a graphical representation of said data., said 
graphical reprasei-uation of data including: 

a report period graphical represeaiing a report period thmdine: 

- \ , , - „ , > ^ , 

graphic. 



C ( X 

t N I - g) 

0! rmati.no sh> 4 '"■ > 

uy/wf . namu lined e< hofsak - h mi - iect ixtagxised with 
said report period graphic, said project planned line including a period To date 
actual bar graph having a length indicating a time to which said project actual 
amount is planned relative to wh.d report period graphic" 

v.r>;-\ of \o which represent a time period an the usage or action of a particular 

resource o iuustraawb For example, in Figures 4„ h is nichcaied thai Ahwewuo" is used on day 10 
and I!, whew n- "b » usee *w >Fo^ '. e o ' W- , - nn>n\i \hh, sigh 

! s . ^ of a 

particular task of the project, and not in anyway suggestive of the presently defined feature of a 
graphical presentation having a report period o.noano wherein the k of a year to date and 
owo; b;u ' o v i v Ku v. ac o< > „ 

period. 

As such, tunings cannot offer an advantages of one em bod ins erst of the present invention 
eh w c, name p? e\ id m a ao ea*p > o i > e anno *k 

allow a lay oser to compare ae actual amount with a budgeted amount. This advantage o oi 
N , ,v o * o t v ^ w v v far 

distant and indigenous couuounhles unfamiliar with haarseuti management lo non-age and 
understand their own hmmces 

Furthermore, Applicant respectftuiy submits that the explanation of the anticipation 
rejection cannot be considered to be whhm the reqtnrem.enm of MPEP 706. For example, at 
paragraph 4, the Examiner reiterated ih.e wordings of each, claim and asserted that the disclosure 

each and even feature of cbn ns 25- 33, 36 and: 39 bh. Examiner also did not specif) on how- 
each disclosure would anticipate the features of the defined invention. 



in Light of the difference set forth above, the Applicant respectfully submits PoUalis does 
lot anticipate each and every fe s s ,\ u s > 

- w er t' ; S.C 103. 

o " I W.U. 103: 

Claims 34, 35, 3 vebs« ^ 1 1 v <. s 

over PolUis in view of US 6.404.444 <V, m u US S 5 29 L39? (Powell), US 6,453,345 (Prcka) 
\ - N > v^°o <- -o 1 ^ s v x 

thai - ox ^ ^ <. « v facie 

obviousness. 

in. relation to the rejections outlined in Paragraphs 6 9, the contentions outlined by the 
Examiner are Improper as there rs no teaching or suggestion to modify the i'oPahs to derive the 
invention detmed by any one of these claims. P^iiaPs teaches a project management system 
wb eh i\w < s \l n v " < 

the art would he motivated or willing to combine the cylindrical styled graphic displays disclosed 
in Johmton, the means tor creating a budget plan which includes a toll penod planned ammuu 
disclosed in /woo;/, (he graphical alert of Trchi or moving a graphic represendug an invoice 
N v> sed a > 5 h> we additional Is sines 

these additional features serve uo useful purpose to the project em system disclosed by 

NoOAathstaodh'ig the lack of motivation to combine /fbmb/e with a ray -one of me prior art 
documents, the Applicants also respectful he submit that it would he unreasonable to contend that 
there would be chance of success with combining these features with Poliaib. This Is because 
the subject .matter of Fallalis us m project management, whereas the cited documents do not 
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disclosure systems which operates in this art. As such, it cannot be said that a person of ordinary 
skill would be able to combine these adherent features to derive - presently defined invention. 

that u would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill to combine Ibb/ob's with each of 
ihe documents to derive the presently claimed invention. 

Furthermore, Applicant respectful ly subnets that in. contending claims 34, 35, 3? and 38 
am obvious, the Kxanhnor has not in any way explained the reasons as to why be contends that 
the chums ua question an oKmm othc baa o sate emih aro beer; > \hao k> one of 

v c In m ua da:. 1 nna.a e^ ih enson wnh «. pee? 
to the oiOtivatioa or technical challenges which would render a combination of iWfaib wah any 
o i oi B&k documents to be obvkuts i l 

s ^ ^ \ m m - ■> v v v. N v v t 

103 contention, why or how the invenbon defined b> churns 34. 55, ™ and 58 are obvious to a 
person of ordinary skid in the are applieant respectfully submits that dm rejection of claims 24- 
vj, 3b and 59 are mum 
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CorduTnadon 'No.: 475' 

coricLLSiOM 

1 1\ ; e > V!>' , o - " N - - ' os. ^ o o . 

^ o interview, the \ is kindhy requested to eonuuO the aoder'opned at the tekpbota 

d beka i i s x v. ( a s x r < 

any eoneerus m i\atheranee of the prosecuoon oi the present application. 

Please charge any defackney aa wed as any other fee(s) winch ^ beeotoe due at • 
d-ae daring the pendency otdhrs application, or cfcdh any overpayment of such kedp to Deposi 
Account No. 50-25% 

ho. ape-oouh; whnurteo 



«( Pi, 



World TiHde Center East 

vo Seapi Lane ha it MK) 
Bosion.MA 02210 
Tel: 6i7~946-4$33 
Fax: 61? 946^1801 
ihanai j : - - pp , . -e 
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